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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the Amendment filed on 05/07/08. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-7, 9-12, 23-25, 28-34, and 41-42 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth In section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 29-33, and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dempski et al ("Dempski", US 6727927), Barber et al 
("Barber", US 2002/0057269), and Cincotta (US 2002/0004782). 

Regarding claim 29, Dempski teaches an interactive search results 
presentation system, comprising: a general purpose computing device 
comprising a display and a user interface selection device (searching and 
displaying items found during the search) (col. 2, lines 43-51); and a computer 
program comprising program modules executable by the computing device, 
wherein the computing device is directed by the program modules of the 
computer program to graphically display the results of an electronic search to a 
user on said display via a search results window (see Fig. 7-9), said search 
results window comprising, a multi-leveled tree displayed in a graphic data 
presentation sector of the search results window (see detailed view of search 
result window in Fig. 7) (col. 7, lines 27-41), said tree comprising, a top level 
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comprising a plurality of categories representing how the search results can be 
grouped (top level of the tree shows that the search results can be grouped into, 
for example "People", "Topics", "Client", etc.) (Fig. 7), and a second level of one 
or more of the top level categories, wherein the second level comprises one or 
more subsets representing the search results grouped via the top level category 
divided into spans/ranges (Fig. 7-9), and wherein each second level is displayed 
in response to a separate user command to do so (the tree nodes can be 
expanded (col. 13, lines 37-48). Dempski teaches the top level category under 
consideration categorized the search results by date, and wherein the process 
action of clustering the top level category search results items into a series of 
ranges appropriate for the items, comprises clustering the items into a series of 
date ranges (for example, see "Projects" in Fig. 9). Dempsl<i also teaches a 
process action for displaying, in response to a user command to do so, another 
level comprising ways in which the search results associated with an 
immediately preceding level of a branch of the tree can be classified, whenever 
said search results in the immediately preceding level of a branch of the tree are 
grouped in ranges approphate to the type of search results (Fig. 7-9). 

Dempski does not teach a four-level tree. Barber teaches an expandable 
tree having at least four levels (Fig. 9). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, to apply Barber's teaching to Dempski's tree. Doing this 
will enhance the efficiency in organizing and displaying data of Dempski's 
interface. 
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Dempski does not teach each span having an upper limit and lower limit. 
Cincotta teaches arranging data into categories and sub-categories wherein each 
sub-category is a subset of the category, each subcategory comprises a 
range/span having upper limit and lower limit ([0048]). Since both Dempski and 
Cincotta are dealing with data processing, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Dempski and Cincotta before him 
at the time the invention was made to arrange data in Dempski's subcategories 
into spans having upper and lower limits as taught by Cincotta. Doing this will 
enhance the efficiency in organizing and displaying data of Dempski's interface. 

Regarding claim 30, Dempski teaches the plurality of categories comprise 
known 

attributes of the search results (for example "People", "Topics", "Client", etc.) 
(Fig. 7). 

Regarding claim 31 , Dempski teaches the plurality of categories 
comprises at 

least two of (i) the date a search results item was created, (ii) a date a 
search results item was last modified, (ill) a name of the search results item, 
(iv) a file size of a search results item (col. 5, lines 19-31) (Fig. 6 and Fig. 9). 
Regarding claim 32, Dempski teaches the plurality of categories comprise 

a 

category representing the search results grouped by a date associated 
therewith, and wherein the one or more subsets representing the search results 
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grouped via date comprises the search results divided into date spans) (Fig. 6 
and Fig. 9-10). 

Regarding claim 33, Dempski teaches the plurality of categories comprise 

a 

category representing the search results grouped by name, and wherein the one 
or more subsets representing the search results grouped by name comprises 
the 

search results divided into alphanumeric ranges based on a first symbol of the 
name of the search results item (see "Topics" in Fig. 9). 

Regarding claim 42, Dempski teaches a computer-readable medium 
having computer-executable instructions for graphically displaying the results of 
a search to a user on a display device via a search results window (searching 
and displaying items found during the search) (col. 2, lines 43-51), said 
computer-executable Instructions comprising: displaying a multi-leveled tree in 
the search results window comprising 

alternating hierarchical levels (see detailed view of search result window in Fig. 
7) (col. 7, lines 27-41), the odd numbers of which comprise ways in which all or 
a selected portion of the search results can be grouped (top level of the tree 
shows that the search results can be grouped Into, for example "People", 
"Topics", "Client", etc.) (Fig. 7), and the even numbers of which comprise one or 
more subsets representing the search results under consideration in the 
immediately preceding level divided into 
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spans (Fig. 7-9); and displaying a listing of search results items of all or the 
selected portion of the search results In the search results window (the tree 
nodes can be expanded (col. 13, lines 37-48). Dempski does not teach a four- 
level tree. Barber teaches an expandable tree having at least four levels (Fig. 9). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, to apply Barber's 
teaching to Dempski's tree. Doing this will enhance the efficiency in organizing 
and displaying data of Dempski's interface. Dempski does not teach each span 
having an upper limit and lower limit. Cincotta teaches arranging data into 
categories and sub-categories wherein each sub-category is a subset of the 
category, each subcategory comprises a range/span having upper limit and lower 
limit ([0048]). Since both Dempski and Cincotta are dealing with data processing, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching 
of Dempski and Cincotta before him at the time the invention was made to 
arrange data in Dempski's subcategories into spans having upper and lower 
limits as taught by Cincotta. Doing this will enhance the efficiency in organizing 
and displaying data of Dempski's interface. 

6. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dempski, Barber, Cincotta, and Christal et al (US 6751624). 

Regarding claim 34, Dempski teaches grouping the search result into 
spans (Fig. 9-10) but fails to teaches the plurality of categories comprise a 
category representing the search results grouped by file size, and wherein the 
one or more subsets representing the search results grouped by file size 
comprises the search results divided into size spans. Christal teaches a search 
system that returns search results identified by file size (Fig. 6) (col. 12, lines 12- 
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17). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Dempski and Christal before him at the time the invention was 
made, to modify the user interface for grouping search results into spans taught 
by Dempski to include returning results identified by file size taught by Christal 
with the motivation being to enable Dempski's interface to ranging search 
results by file size. Ranging search results by file size will enhance file transfer 
ability in Dempski's system (Christal, col. 12, lines 14-21) 

7. Claims 1-4, 6-7, 9-12, 23-25, 28, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

103(a) as being unpatentable over Dempski, Barber, Cincotta, and McNally (US 

6448985). 

Regarding claim 41 , Dempski teaches the system of claim 29 and further 
teaches displaying a listing of all the search results items included in a user- 
selected category or subset of the tree (Fig.8) but fails to teach displaying a list 
sector in the search results window which displays a listing of search results 
items included in a user-selected category or subset of the tree. However, such 
feature is known in the art as evidenced by McNally. McNally teaches a user 
interface for displaying a directory tree (col. 2, lines 45-46) in which a user- 
selected category or subset of the can be expanded (col. 2, lines 46-47). 
McNally further teaches displaying a list sector (region / subsection) in the 
search results window such that the listing of all the search results items 
included in a user-selected category or subset of the tree will fit into the space 
allotted to the list sector (col. 2, lines 45-60)(col. 8, lines 4-8, lines 22-38) (Fig. 
3A-6B). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
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teaching of Dempsl^i and McNally before him at the time the invention was 
made, to modify the user interface for displaying the search window taught by 
Dempsl<i to include displaying the subsection taught by McNally with the 
motivation being to provide the user with a better view of search results by 
creating a separate section to display retrieved items belonging to a user- 
selected category. 

Regarding claim 1 , Dempski teaches in a computer system having a user 
interface including a display and a user interface selection device, a process for 
graphically displaying the results of an electronic search to a user on said 
display via an interactive search results window in which the user views and 
refines search results items displayed (searching and displaying items found 
during the search) (col. 2, lines 43-51), comprising process actions for: 
displaying a multi-leveled tree in a 

graphic data presentation sector of the search results window (see detailed view 
of search result window in Fig. 7) (col. 7, lines 27-41), comprising, displaying a 
top level of the tree comprising a plurality of categories representing how the 
search results can be grouped (top level of the tree shows that the search 
results can be grouped into, for example "People", "Topics", "Client", etc.) (Fig. 
7), and displaying, in response to a user command to do so, a second level of 
the tree for one or more of the top level categories (the tree nodes can be 
expanded, so clicking on the top level node "People" will result in displaying the 
list of the people found in the search) (col. 13, lines 37-48) (Fig. 7-9), wherein 
the second level comprises one or more subsets representing the search results 
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grouped via the top level category divided into spans (Fig. 7-9). Dempski 
teaches the top level category under consideration categorized the search 
results by date, and wherein the process action of clustering the top level 
category search results items into a series of ranges appropriate for the items, 
comprises clustering the items into a series of date ranges (for example, see 
"Projects" in Fig. 9). Dempski also teaches a process action for displaying, in 
response to a user command to do so, another level comprising ways in which 
the search results associated with an immediately preceding level of a branch of 
the tree can be classified, whenever said search results in the immediately 
preceding level of a branch of the tree are grouped in ranges appropriate to the 
type of search results (Fig. 7-9). Dempski does not teach a four-level tree. 
Barber teaches an expandable tree having at least four levels (Fig. 9). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, to apply Barber's teaching 
to Dempski's tree. Doing this will enhance the efficiency in organizing and 
displaying data of Dempski's interface. Dempski does not teach each span 
having an upper limit and lower limit. Cincotta teaches arranging data into 
categories and sub-categories wherein each sub-category is a subset of the 
category, each subcategory comprises a range/span having upper limit and 
lower limit ([0048]). Since both Dempski and Cincotta are dealing with data 
processing, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having 
the teaching of Dempski and Cincotta before him at the time the invention was 
made to arrange data in Dempski's subcategories into spans having upper and 
lower limits as taught by Cincotta. Doing this will enhance the efficiency in 
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organizing and displaying data of Dempsl^i's interface. Dempsl^i teaches 
displays a listing of all the search results items included in a user-selected 
category or subset of the tree (Fig. 8) but fails to teach displaying a list sector in 
the search results window such that the listing of all the search results items 
included in a user-selected category or subset of the tree will fit into the space 
allotted to the list sector. However, such feature is known in the art as evidenced 
by McNally. McNally teaches a user interface for displaying a directory tree (col. 
2, lines 45-46) in which a user-selected category or subset of the can be 
expanded (col. 2, lines 46-47). McNally further teaches displaying a list sector 
(region / subsection) in the search results window such that the listing of all the 
search results items included in a user-selected category or subset of the tree 
will fit into the space allotted to the list sector (col. 2, lines 45-60)(col. 8, lines 4- 
8, lines 22-38) (Fig. 3A-6B). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art, having the teaching of Dempski and McNally before him at the time 
the invention was made, to modify the user interface for displaying the search 
window taught by Dempski to include displaying the subsection taught by 
McNally with the motivation being to provide the user with a better view of 
search results by creating a separate section to display retrieved items 
belonging to a user-selected category. 

Regarding claim 2, Dempski teaches the process action of displaying a 
second 

level of the tree comprising one or more subsets representing the search 
results grouped via the associated top level category divided into smaller 
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spans, comprises an action of clustering the top level category search results 
items into a series of spans whenever appropriate for the type of items (for 
example, see "Projects" in Fig. 9). Cincotta teaches arranging data into 
categories and sub-categories wherein each sub-category is a subset of the 
category, each subcategory comprises a range/span having upper limit and 
lower limit ([0048]). 

Regarding claim 3, Dempski teaches the top level category under 
consideration 

categorized the search results by date, and wherein the process action of 
clustering the top level category search results items into a series of ranges 
appropriate for the items, comprises clustering the items into a series of date 
ranges (for example, see "Projects" in Fig. 9) 

Regarding claim 4, Dempski teaches wherein the top level category under 
consideration categorized the search results by name, and wherein the process 
action of clustering the top level category search results items into a series of 
ranges 

appropriate for the items, comprises clustering the items into a series of 
alphanumeric ranges based on a first symbol of the name of the search results 
item (see "Topics" in Fig. 9). 

Regarding claim 6, Dempski teaches wherein the search results 
classifications are specified by the user (col. 5, lines 21-32). 

Regarding claim 7, Dempski teaches a process action of displaying 
to the user a list of search results classifications, wherein the user 
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specifies the classifications by selecting from the list (col. 5, lines 21-32). 

Regarding claim 9, Dempski teaches the process actions for displaying 

levels 

of the tree comprises an action of leaving previously displayed levels in view 
so that the use can see the path taken from the top level category to the 
lowest level displayed (see Fig. 8). 

Regarding claim 10, Dempski teaches the process actions of displaying a 
subset 

of the search results at any level comprise an action of displaying the number 
of search results items associated with the subset adjacent thereto (Fig. 9). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Dempski teaches the process action of displaying the 
number of search results items associated with a subset adjacent thereto, 
comprises an action of displaying a zero for any subset not having any search 
results associated therewith (see "Projects" in Fig. 11). 

Regarding claim 12, Dempski teaches the process actions of displaying 
subsets 

of the search results at any level comprise an action of not displaying a 
subset whenever there are no search results items associated with it (col. 2, 
lines 42-47). 

Regarding claim 23, Dempski in view of McNally teaches the process 
action of displaying the list sector in the search results window, comprises an 
action of, prior to the user selecting a category or subset of the tree, making 
available for display all of 
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the search results and displaying as many of the search results items that will 
fit into the space allotted to the list sector in the search results window (McNally, 
col. 2, lines 45-60, col. 8, lines 4-8, lines 22-38, Fig. 3A-6B). 

Regarding claim 24, Dempski in view of McNally teaches wherein the 
number of search result items made available for display is too large for all of 
them to be displayed in the space allotted to the list sector, and wherein the 
search results window further comprises a graphic scroll bar displayed adjacent 
the list sector which the 

user employs to bring search results items hidden from view due to the space 
limitation into view (McNally, col. 5, lines 47-64). 

Regarding claims 25, Dempski in view of McNally teaches wherein the 
number of search result items included in the user-selected category or subset 
of the tree is too large for all of them to be displayed in the space allotted to the 
list sector in the search 

results window, and wherein the search results window further comprises a 
graphic scroll bar displayed adjacent the list sector which the user employs to 
bring search results items hidden from view due to the space limitation into 
view (McNally, col. 5, lines 47-64). 

Regarding claim 28, Dempski teaches displaying a search results 
counter in the search results window which displays the total number of search 
results items prior to the user selecting a category or subset of the tree and 
which displays the number of search results items included in a user-selected 
category or subset of the tree after said selection is made (col. 5, lines 21-37). 
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8. Applicant's arguments filed on 05/07/08 have been fully considered but 
they are moot in view of new ground of rejections. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Kieu D. Vu. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM at 571-272-4057. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, William Bashore, can be reached at 571-272-4088. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned are as follows: 

571-273-8300 

and / or: 

571-273-4057 (use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for 
"INFORMAL" or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal 
paper / amendment be faxed directly to them on occasions). 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

/Kieu D Vu/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2175 
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